
Liberty is asking to double everyone's water bill, permanently, and they have invoked the holy name of conservation to
justify it. I can guarantee you they are not concerned with conservation but only with profit. If you grant this rate increase
now, they will be back in a year or two asking to double it again--and why not? They have opened with an inflated request,
fully expecting to negotiate downward. But if you let them have this rate, they will see the ACC as spineless and the
captive customers as easy prey( Please fulfill your function and protect us from these bullies-you are our only defense.
Thanks for your attention.

Clifton Hunn
300 Pacifico Circle
Litchfield Park, AZ 85340
623-935-1757

I am not against the water company recovering the money it has invested in improvements, but I think a lower amount of
increase would be sufficient--considering the increased number of households in this service area since 2002, giving a
larger customer base to pay it.

AQ;3l§Al\\AL

I am a longtime resident of Litchfield Park, and I read about the proposed rate increase sought by Liberty Water in our
local paper. I won't be able to attend the public meeting, but I want to say that the amount of the increase seems to be
excessive. Utilities are basically monopolies. and their natural inclination is to gouge their customers as much as
possible--unless they are held in check. That is where the ACC comes in, it is your purpose to act as a brake on the
inherent greed of these utilities and to protect the public.

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Friday 2nuary 22, 2010 12217 PM
Pierce-Web
Water rate increase for Litchfield Park
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Antonio Gill

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Tina Hungerford [electricgal@hotmail.com]
Friday, January 22, 2010 3:24 PM
Newman-web, Pierce-Web, Mayes-WebEmaiI, Kennedy-Web, Stump-Web
The Sonoita 69KV Line Extension

Commissioners-Bob Stump, Sandra Kennedy, Gary Pierce, Paul Newman and Chairman-Kris Mayes,

I am very concerned about a commission that has been heavy handed in governing over a
utility cooperative and this commission also also has such a skewed perception of this utility cooperative.

Never mind that you have gone beyond your limitations (which you even admitted at one of your
meetings) concerning the new line that is badly needed for the Sonoita, Patagonia, Elgin and Carmelo areas
- you also have pushed them (SSVEC) above and beyond what any other company would need to do to
prove their sincere intentions to provide a more reliable service to this area.

You are costing serious dollars in this obstruction that costs each and every member of this coop and that
includes me.

You have insulted the employees of this company - and yes I have listened to your meetings via the
internet and Mr. Newman if you will pardon me - you need to seriously consider some therapy! You rant
and do not make sense in your arguments. How the heck did you get elected? You really have no business
calling anyone names, i.e. rednecks! Keeping you around would be comic relief if it wasn't such a serious
matter that you are ruling over.

SSVEC is wonderful utility cooperative. They and their employees are very good to the community that
they all live in and share in. It is obvious to me that you really do not know them and you have formed
your bias by listening to a few disgruntled people - some who do not even live in our community!!!! How
ridicules is that?

Your commission needs to move on this as quickly as possible and stop the insanity!!!!

Hotmail: Trusted email with powerful SPAM protection. Sign up now.
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Antonio Gill

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Cassie [cassie@sierracycles.com]
Friday, January 22, 2010 4:13 PM
Pierce-Web
E-01575A-09-0453& E-01575A-08-0328

Dear Mr. Commissioner,

SSVEC has been a part of my community my whole life, they are very supportive of the local school and are always open an
honest with our dealings. I have heard nothing but negative views of SSVEC during this sonata line dilemma, which are a
creating a distorted view of the cooperative. Since the SSVEC staff, ACC Staff, and the outside researchers are in
agreement SSVEC's time and money is being wasted by people that knew of this when they bought their property. Since it
was determined by Chairman Mayes that the ACC does not have jurisdiction they should not allow them to assert it
anyways. SSVEC has always been a fabulous company to work with and a great asset to our community.

Cassie Cléefe
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Antonio Gill

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mark Boyle [mark@sierrafloors.com]
Friday, January 22, 2010 4:18 PM
Pierce-Web
SSVEC

Re:
SSVEC 69 kV line that runs from Mustang Corners down to Sonoita .

As a coop member I find this to be a giant waste at SSVEC time and of the members money.
This is not a case at emanate domain, but a clear cut case of ownership of land the coop and
it's members purchases years ago. Now we are being punished for havening the foresight to
plan head, and look towards the future and save some money.
But in todays world it just don't pay to work hard and plan ahead ,for the majority is the
enemy, and it takes such a small minority to stop progress in it's treks. Where is the
common scene in this matter or is there a plan to have Tucson Eclectic bring in the power
from that direction, I wounder.

Stop wasting my money and get this approved.

Mark Boyle
Benson, AZ
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Antonio Gill

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Cassie Levitt [cassie.levitt@hotmail.com]
Friday, January 22, 2010 4:29 PM
Pierce-web
E-01575A-09-0453& E-01575A-08-0328

Dear Commissioner,

SSVEC is a great cooperative; they are involved in our community and are very honest with their
members. They support the schools and other local organizations. We receive a newsletter every
month with updates, and are always made a top priority when we call. The Sonoita line has been proven
to be the correct choice made by SSVEC and agreed upon with ACC and outside researchers. Their correct
decision is now costing them undue time and money. The negative feedback by the Sonoita members is
painting an incorrect picture of SSVEC, and these members knew of this line when they bought property.
I hope that this is quickly solved and the line is put in immediately not longer wasting time and money.

Cassandra Levitt

Hotmail: Powerful Free email with security by Microsoft. Get it now.
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Antonio Gill

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Telly Stanger [tvstanger@gmail.com]
Saturday, January 23, 2010 6:18 PM
Pierce-Web
Cases: E-01575A-09-0453 & E-01575A-08-0328

Dear Commissioner Peirce,

I am sending this e-mail to you to communicate my satisfaction with Sulfur Springs Valley Electric

Cooperative (S SVEC) and my displeasure with the Arizona Corporation Commission (ACC). l believe that
SSVEC communicates well with it's owner members the issues the cooperative is facing, their financial well-
being, and current issues in the industry that ultimately affect us as members. They have done this with the
issues of the Sonoita line that they have been trying to build to provide quality electrical service to the
customers in that area. I arm displeased with the ACC and their demands of SSVEC, especially at the cost of the
cooperative's entire membership. It proves that the commission is more interested in its' political aspirations
than the majority of a utilities customers. This is proven in the fact that the ACC knew from the beginning of
this debacle that it had no jurisdiction in the matter, yet exercised a heavy hand to show some sort of authority.

SSVEC is a valued member of the communities in which it serves. They contribute to local charitable causes,
and help young people, and those in current need to a new start in their lives. As with any utility, I understand
that there are people that will never be happy, for whatever reason. Overall, I believe that with the rising costs
of electricity and all energy, for that matter, we still are being treated fairly with the rates that SSVEC provides
us with. They have always been willing to help when it's been needed, answer questions honestly when asked,
and provide support and charity in many cases.

In the end, I believe that the few anti-supporters of the Sonoita line and the ACC will look quite sheepish due to
the demands they have imposed on the Cooperative and the fact that they have proven SSVEC correct from the
beginning. It's wrong that a government entity should impose such demands on a member owned utility without
considering everyone that pays.



Antonio Gill

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jeff Bohlender [bossfarm@vtc.net]
Sunday, January 24, 2010 7:45 AM
Pierce-web
Senoita power line

January 24, 2010

Arizona Corporate Commission
1200 W. Washington
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Regarding case numbers: E01575A-09-0453 and E01575A-08-0328

Dear Commissioner Pierce:

It has come to our attention as cooperative members of SSVEC that a few landowners near Senoita are resisting
the building of a needed power line in their area. It is my understanding that nearly all of those few landowners
also bought their property with full knowledge that SSVEC had a previous easement to build a line near their
property if and when it became necessary.

From what I can observe, the time has arrived to build that line. SSVEC has already wasted enough members's
time and money trying to appease these few people who evidently don't realize what an easement is. It appears
to me that SSVEC has bent over backwards trying to keep them happy, exploring all other options, but finding
no other viable option than the one originally planned and prepared for years in advance.

From what I hear, those few landowners have now resorted to smearing SSVEC's reputation. However, having
done business with SSVEC for over 10 years now, I can testify to SSVEC's integrity and ability to provide
excellent service. The smear campaign of a few selfish landowners appears to be a bunch of smoke in an
attempt to preserve their private views of nature. Therefore, I urge you to carefully listen to SSVEC's side of
the case. believe SSVEC is the legitimate one in this case, representing the legitimate interests of thousands of
area wide members, representing also the economic well-being of the community as a whole. If those few
landowners wanted no new power lines near their property, they should have bought property that didn't have
an existing SSVEC easement nearby.

If you check into this case carefully, I think you will rind the overwhelming majority of us out here want to see
that line be built as soon as possible.

Sincerely,

Jeff Bohlender
Bohlender San Simon Farm
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Antonio Gill

From :
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jay Kiplinger [jkiplinger@cox.net]
Sunday, January 24, 2010 10:27 AM
Pierce-Web
Cases E-01575A-09-0453 E-01575A-08-0328

Commissioner Gary Pierce,

I am writing in reference to the proposed Sonoita 69 KV transmission
line, Cases E-01575A-09-0453 E-01575A-08-0328.

I sincerely appreciate the complex decisions you as commissioners
have to make are difficult and not always popular.

I am quite versed with the notion that economic growth does not happen
without controversy, capital expenditure and above all far seeing minds.

I also believe I understand the concerns of the few people who wish the
line not to be built. At this time in my life I would choose not to pay for
what they want in terms of alternate energy sources and changes to the
proposed transmission line.

I believe SSVEC is being prudent and responsible in trying to install the
needed electric infrastructure to handle the current and future growth
towards Sonoita.

Therefore, I would hope you choose to do what is feasibly and
reasonably correct in letting SSVEC take care of their cooperatives
needs.

It's a shame that the health and welfare of the many is not as important
as the picturesque view of a few.

A  c o n c e r n e d  m e m b e r  o f  s s v E c ,

James Kiplinger
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Antonio Gill

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Wayne Crane [wecrane@hotmaiI.com]
Sunday, January 24, 2010 5:45 PM
Pierce-web
Funding for Cooperative Programs

Commissioner Pierce :

I live in Cochise, Arizona, and am a member of Sulphur Springs Valley Electric Cooperative.

I wanted to write you regarding a couple of points.

I had been following the local newspapers' coverage of the banter regarding net metering (and delayed
rebates) and the line extension in the Sonoita-Elgin area. Both lead me back to a point that I've very
concerned with.

When it comes to paying for rebate programs or feasibility studies or other regulatory costs, it is the
members who pay. I find it interesting that many of my neighbors have no idea that the money for the
rebate program comes from a monthly assessment on each member's bill! Obviously the same is true for
any other costs mandated by the Commission.

I have followed some of the hearings (listening when I can and reading new paper follow-up stories).

To this point I have not heard an acknowledgement by the commission (or the cooperative for that
matter) that every cost incurred will be picked up by the individual members on their monthly electric
bills.

So in the case of the delay in rebate payments, I can understand someone being concerned that he/she
will have to wait weeks/months before getting payments. Can that person understand that there are
thousands of us who dutifully pay that surcharge each month to make the rebate possible in spite of not
having an opportunity to take advantage of the very program we're all paying for?

I can understand someone being concerned about their view being obstructed by a few power poles
(though I don't know how they can blame the cooperative when the cooperative purchased easements
before the individuals built their homes). Can those individuals understand that each of us is paying for
the upgrade and all the costs associated with continued outages and delays?

As a cooperative member I understand that each member deserves affordable, reliable electric power. I
have no problem in helping to upgrade the system for members in Santa Cruz County given the current
quality of their power reliability. After all, there are times when upgrades are made in my rural area and
all the other members help pay for them. But there are mounting expenses that are coming about
because a small group of individuals are blocking efforts by the cooperative to do its job as mandated by
the Corporation Commission!

Please understand who ends up paying the bills and look out for us!

Thank you.

Wayne E. Crane
Cochise, Arizona

Hotmail: Trusted email with Microsoft's powerful SPAM protection. Sign up now.
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Antonio Gill

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

AZfrogger [AZfrogger@msn.com]
Sunday, January 24, 2010 6:05 PM
Pierce-web
SSVEC

Dear Commissioners,

I have been an SSVEC customer for over 20 years. Soon after I moved to Sierra Vista from California there was talk
about a new line to Sonoita. There was "push back" then from the community and SSVEC responded by finding ways to
make things better and was able to delay building the line. What I understand is there are no options left to "upgrade" the
existing line. It's time to put in the new line and be done with Ir. I read that the people complaining the loudest are the
ones who didn't read their disclosure statements when they purchased the lots and ignored the existing utility easement.
SSVEC was forward looking then at obtaining easements which is good for all the member owners. Why should I pay
more because a few loudmouths chose to ignore the easements.

So these "not in my backyard" people from Sonoita cost me as a member owner for this extra third party review which
supported what SSVEC and the ACC staff recommended. WHY?

SSVEC does so much for the local communities. Need a meeting room for group or organization? If you aren't trying to
make profit you can use the SSVEC Board rooms in Willcox or Sierra Vista for free. Let's look at all the youth programs
they support in all the schools. You can't tell me that SSVEC doesn't care about its members.

Do we need renewable energy shoved down our throats? I wish the media would finish the sentence when they talk
about how many homes a PV project will support. They say that "P|E-in- sky" project will power up 2,000 homes, what
they leave out is "for 6-8 hours per day when the sun is shining". Then they will be telling the whole truth about PV.

Yes I am frustrated, I have a good job but I don't have extra money to invest in PV but I have a surcharge on my electric
bill to help the people who live at the golf course or a gated community put it on their homes. It may not be a program
meant only for the rich but is surely is not a program for the blue collar worker or those who rent their home or apartment.
If PV is so good let them compete for my money like everyone else.

SSVEC is a great company just hate to see them put in a bad light by the uniformed or those with a personal agenda.

David
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